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Advisory Action 

1 . The Response to Final Rejection filed on December 30, 2003 under 37 CFR 1 . 1 16 in 
reply to the final rejection has been considered but is not deemed to place the application in 
condition for allowance for the reasons of record as set forth in the Final Office Action mailed on 
October 1,2003. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants' arguments filed December 30, 2003 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants argue that Rourke et al teaches a coating solution containing an ionic 
conductive polymer (polyethylene oxide) alone. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument. As was discussed in paragraph 5 
of the Final Office Action mailed on October 1, 2003, it is held that it is prima facie obvious to 
combine two compositions each of which is taught by the prior art to be useful for the same 
purpose, in order to form a third composition to be used for the very same purpose.... 

Since Rourke et al teach a conductive polymer described by EP 0145498A2 (See 
corresponding US 4,818,643, column 5, lines 22, 30), which is different from polyethylene oxide 
of Armand, Bomaster and US 4,654,279, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have formulated a third composition from a 
combination of the conductive polymer described by EP 0145498A2 (or corresponding US 
4,818,643) and polyethylene oxide of Armand, Bomaster and US 4,654,279 since both polymeric 
materials are described by Rourke et al as being useful for the same purpose. Therefore, even 
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though the Examiner made an inadvertent mistake in describing suitable polymers 
claimed invention still would have been obvious over Rourke et al. 

Conclusion 

3 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elena Tsoy whose telephone number is (571) 272-1429. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mo-Thur. 9:00-7:30, Mo-Thu. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Shrive Beck can be reached on (571) 272-1415. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for all 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661 . 
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